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Philo of Alexandria. — The Latest Researches on Philo of Alexandria 
forms the subject of an important and interesting paper by Dr. Leopold Cohn, 
in the Jewish Quarterly Review for October. A new critical edition of 
Philo's works is being prepared by Dr. Cohn and Dr. Wendland. The Ber- 
lin Academy of Sciences gave the incentive thereto in offering in 1887 as 
subject for a prize the critical treatment of Philo's book De Mundi Opificii, 
and at the same time expressing the wish that this work might lead to a new 
critical edition of Philo. Both Dr. Cohn and Dr. Wendland sent in treatises 
and were awarded the prize. They resolved to unite their labor and to 
prepare together a critical edition. Dr. Wendland has been working chiefly 
in the Italian libraries, and Dr. Cohn has compared the manuscripts in 
Munich and Vienna, Oxford and Paris. The need of a new edition of Philo 
has been felt for a long time. We are glad to see that the work is progress- 
ing under such favorable auspicies. 

The Principle of the Revised Version. — In the December number of the 
Expositor, in an article with the above heading, Bishop Ellicott answers the 
charge made by Bishop How in the preceding number that the revisers had 
exceeded their instructions. Bishop Ellicott maintains that the revision was 
made in accordance with instructions " to introduce as few alterations as pos- 
sible into the text of the authorized version, consistently with faithfulness." 
This rule recognizes a somewhat expansive principle, viz., that faithfulness 
is to be the ultimate authority. In such a transcendent book as the New 
Testament, faithfulness would seem to be almost synonymous with accuracy. 
The changes made were all made in accordance with some established prin- 
ciple, and the principle once adopted was consistently adhered to. He con- 
siders each one of the fifty-two changes in the Sermon on the Mount made by 
the revision committee, in excess of the number made by the chairman in a 
specimen revision, and examines the reason for the change. In concluding 
he says : " The reader is now invited to consider whether the principle of 
faithfulness cannot be recognized as permeating the great majority of the 
changes, and whether those in which it may be less patent are not still due 
to its general influence, rather than to the merely accelerated tendencies of 
increased literary facilities." 

Wendt on the Deity of Christ. — Hardly any book that has recently 
appeared, treating a subject of Biblical Theology, has been so important and 
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has awakened so much interest as Dr. Wendt's work on The Teaching of 
Jesus. In a note in an English journal on the second volume of the work, 
this statement was made : " The writer is certainly not a believer in the deity 
of Christ." Dr. Wendt, to whose attention this statement came, replies : " I 
have not attacked, but defended, the authenticity of those sayings in our 
Gospels where Jesus proclaims his nearest and unique relation to God. Cer- 
tainly I have not explained these sayings in the traditional sense of dogmatic 
Christology; for I sought to understand them historically only according to 
their context, and to their connection with the whole of Jesus' views. But 
although Jesus himself does not expressly use the term of His deity, it would 
be incorrect and misleading to say that, according to my interpretation of 
His words, Jesus Himself was 'not a believer in His deity.' Indeed, His 
words, when justly interpreted, state His divine character, not in a smaller 
but in a higher sense — not on a feebler but in a firmer foundation than the 
traditional Christian dogmatics. 

" My own belief in Christ follows the authority of Jesus himself ; and I 
think my conception of His deity, as according to the just sense of His 
words, is not an incorrect one." 

Is the Revised Version a Failure? — A series of interesting letters in answer 
to the above question is given in the Expository Times for December, 1 892. 
Whether it should be considered a failure or not does not depend entirely 
on the purpose for which the work was done. The general verdict is that 
it is far inferior to the Authorized Version in point of style and language, and 
so unfit to supplant this in church reading, but that its superiority to the old 
as an accurate translation renders it almost indispensable as an aid in under- 
standing the New Testament. The blame for its failure to come into general 
use among the people and in the churches is laid by some on the bishops for 
not having sanctioned its use by the clergy ; by some also on the publishers 
for not having brought it out as cheaply and attractively as they have brought 
out the Authorized Version. Some object to the manuscript authority made 
the basis of the translation; some to the principles of translation adopted by 
the revisers. One correspondent does not like the paragraphic method of 
printing. Another hopes for a not far-distant re - translation, and would advo- 
cate an entire rearrangement of chapters. One holds that it is being used 
less and less — that it has found its level and will stay there ; another that it 
is gaining a wider recognition, especially among the more intelligent and 
younger Bible - readers. According to some, the real nature and merits of 
the revision have not yet been appreciated. The discussion going on in 
England is an interesting one, and discloses, as is seen, a wide variety of 
opinion. 

Christ's Use of the Term "Son of Man." — The origin of the term Son of 
Man as used by Christ is sometime referred to Ps. viii. 4, sometimes to Dan. 
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vii. 13. It may be referred to both, but more especially to the latter passage 
where the phrase symbolizes the Kingdom of Saints. But the question 
arises, Where did Christ get the conception embodied in that term? In one 
sense it was original with himself, yet he found himself in the Old Testament. 
He was conscious of fulfilling the Old Testament. We may expect to find 
there, then, many of the elements of his consciousness. Whence then his 
conception, conveyed, though yet veiled, by the term Son of Man? This is 
the question answered in the above article in the Expositor for December, by 
Vernon Bartlett. He finds the answer mainly in Is. liii. in the picture of the 
Suffering Servant. It is remarkable, he observes, that Christ makes no 
explicit reference to this picture ; yet the passage must often have been in 
his mind. It is with the words from Is. xli. 1, that Christ began his ministry, 
preaching in the Synagogue at Nazareth, and the whole section, Is. xl.-lxvi. 
must have been potent with Christ in the determination of his conception of 
himself and work. Indeed no prophecy was dearer than this to a certain 
religious class, of whom John the Baptist was the one best known. The affinity 
between the "Son of Man" of the Gospels and the Servant of Jehovah of Is. 
xl.-lxvi. is very striking, and the key to the relation between the two is seen 
in the words of Christ, Mk. ix. 1 2 sq. . . . " and how it is written as regards the 
Son of Man that he should suffer many things and be set at naught." 

The article is a valuable one, throwing light on the significance attached 
to this term by Christ. T. H. R. 

The Gospel according to Peter. — Although the newly discovered Gospel 
according to Peter has been so short a time in the hands of Biblical scholars, 
several valuable discussions of it have already appeared. Though the manu- 
script was discovered in the winter of 1886-7, its value was not recognized 
by its discoverers, and it was not until last autumn that it was published, when 
it appeared, edited by M. U. Bouriant, in the Memoirs of the French Archaeo- 
logical Mission at Cairo. At once its value was perceived both in Germany 
and in England. 

In the Transactions of the Royal Prussian Academy of Sciences, of Berlin, 
November 3, 1892, Professor A. Harnack republished, with introductions, both 
the Gospel and the Apocalypse which was contained in the same manuscript. 
November 20, three days after M. Bouriant's edition was received at Cam- 
bridge, England, J. Armitage Robinson, B.D., editor of the admirable series 
of " Texts and Studies" in Biblical and patristic literature, delivered a lecture 
on the Gospel. A little later, M. R. James, M.A., delivered a lecture on the 
Apocalypse. These two lectures were at once published in a little volume, 
which contains also the text of both documents. It is issued by C. J. Clay & 
Sons. Mr. Robinson directs attention to the fact that in this apocryphal 
document we have an illustration of what a real " tendency -writing " is, and 
that it is utterly different from our four gospels, which have sometimes been 
alleged to be " 7 endenz - schriften." As respects date, while not confidently 
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dating it earlier than a little after the middle of the second century, he adds, 
that "we need not be surprised if further evidence shall tend to place this 
gospel nearer to the beginning than to the middle of the second century." 
The following sentences show Mr. Robinson's estimate of the value of the 
gospel as evidence. " Lastly the unmistakable acquaintance of the author 
with our Four Evangelists deserves a special comment. He uses and mis- 
uses each in turn. To him they all stand on an equal footing. He lends 
no support to the attempt which has been made to place a gulf of separation 
between the Fourth Gospel and the rest, as regards the period or the area of 
their acceptance as canonical. Nor again does he conntenance the theory of 
the continued circulation in the second century of an Ur-evangelium, or such a 
prae - canonical Gospel as we feel must lie behind our Synoptists." 

The Athenceum, of December 17, contains an article by F. P. Badham, in 
which the writer presents evidence which he thinks places the date of writing 
very near the beginning of the second century. He thinks that the Apocryphal 
Vision of Isaiah gives evidence of using our newly discovered document. 
But " Dillman in Germany, and Dean in England, assign the Vision of Isaiah 
to no A. D. More than a decade or two later it cannot be. . . . But assign- 
ing the Vision to the very latest date possible, still what a gain to Christian 
Apologetics. The Gospel of Peter must be earlier — our canonical gospels 
must be earlier still." The importance of this conclusion, if it prove to be well 
founded, especially as respects the date of the Fourth Gospel, is obvious. 

The Boston Commonwealth, of December 31, contains a valuable discussion 
•of the Gospel by Prof. J. Henry Thayer, D.D. He declares that the long drawn 
controversy over the question whether our four gospels were in use in the 
days of Justin Martyr is now set at rest. " Half a century of discussion is 
swept away by the recent discovery at a stroke. Brief as the recovered frag- 
ment is, it attests indubitably all four of our canonical books. Not more 
evidently does the sun surpass the moon in brightness than do our Four 
Gospels excel in glory this imitation of them ; which nevertheless borrows its 
lustre from them as demonstrably as the moon from the king of day." Dr. 
Thayer refers later to the evidence of the use of our Gospel, as particularly 
strong in the case of the Fourth Gospel. 

Mr. J. Rendel Harris, now of Cambridge, England, has published a 
volume entitled, The Newly Recovered Gospel of St. Peter, with a full account 
of the same. It is issued in New York by James Pott & Co. Mr. Harris 
does not apparently think that the controversy as to the authorship of the 
Fourth Gospel is materially affected by this discovery, the position of that 
Gospel being already firmly established. The date of the fragment he puts 
" long before 190, A. D.," yet not in the early year of the second century. 

In the Expositor for January, J. O. F. Murray, Dean of Emmanuel College, 
Cambridge, calls attention to, the evidence of the use of the newly discovered 
Gospel by Origen, and in both recensions of the fifth book of the Apostolic 
Constitutions. 
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Professor Harnack, not content with the publication in the Transactions 
mentioned above also issues both Gospel and Apocalypse in Gebhardt and 
Harnack's Texte und Untersuchungen, Vol. IX, Heft. 2. Mr. Robinson also 
announces his intention of issuing them in his Texts and Studies. To this list 
The Biblical World is glad to add the informing article of Dr. Isaac H. 
Hall, published in this number. 

The Apocalypse has thus far received much less attention than the Gos- 
pel, and is apparently of much less importance. Mr. Badham calls it a very 
apple of Sodom. In addition to the lecture by Mr. James, mentioned above 
as published in the pamphlet with Mr. Robinson's lecture on the Gospel, Dr. 
Isaac H. Hall gives a translation with brief introduction in the New York 
Independent for December 29. E. D. B. 



